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Robert P. Casey, Jr., Margaret Wood
Hassan, Alex Padilla, Amy Klobuchar,
Tina Smith, Jeff Merkley, Jack Reed,
Angus S. King, Jr., Chris Van Hollen,
John W. Hickenlooper, Richard J. Dur-
bin.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
HICKENLOOPER). By unanimous consent,
the mandatory quorum call has been
waived.

The question is, Is it the sense of the
Senate that debate on the nomination
of Julia Ruth Gordon, of Maryland, to
be an Assistant Secretary of Housing
and Urban Development, shall be
brought to a close?

The yeas and nays are mandatory
under the rule.

The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
called the roll.

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 50,
nays 50, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 171 Ex.]

YEAS—50
Baldwin Hickenlooper Reed
Bennet Hirono Rosen
Blumenthal Kaine Sanders
Booker Kelly Schatz
Brown King Schumer
Cantwell Klobuchar Shaheen
gardin Eeayhy Sinema
arper ujan X
Casey Manchin :g;at:n ow
Coons Markey Tester
Cortez Masto Menendez Van Holl
Duckworth Merkley an Hollen
Durbin Murphy Warner
Feinstein Murray Warnock
Gillibrand Ossoff Warren
Hassan Padilla Whitehouse
Heinrich Peters Wyden

NAYS—50
Barrasso Graham Portman
Blackburn Grassley Risch
Blunt Hagerty Romney
Boozman Hawley Rounds
Braun Hoeven Rubio
Burr Hyde-Smith Sasse
Capito Inhofe Scott (FL)
Cassidy Johnson Scott (SC
Collins Kennedy S(Izlz,lby( )
Cornyn Lankford .
Cotton Lee il}lllhvan
Cramer Lummis N upe
Crapo Marshall Tillis
Cruz McConnell Toomey
Daines Moran Tuberville
Ernst Murkowski Wicker
Fischer Paul Young

(Mr. OSSOFF assumed the Chair.)

The VICE PRESIDENT. On this vote,
the yeas are 50, the nays are 50.

The Senate being evenly divided, the
Vice President votes in the affirma-
tive, and the motion is agreed to.

————
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk
will report the nomination.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read the nomination of Julia Ruth Gor-
don, of Maryland, to be an Assistant
Secretary of Housing and Urban Devel-
opment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER
OSSOFF). The majority whip.
UNANIMOUS CONSENT AGREEMENT—EXECUTIVE

CALENDAR

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that all postcloture
time on the Gordon nomination expire
at 6 p.m. today and that upon disposi-

(Mr.
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tion of that nomination, the Senate
immediately vote on confirmation of
Executive Calendar No. 809, the nomi-
nation of Philip Nathan Jefferson to be
a Member of the Board of Governors of
the Federal Reserve, with no inter-
vening action or debate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

The Senator from Oregon.

WOMEN’S HEALTH PROTECTION ACT

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, earlier
today, the Senate took one of the most
significant votes I have been a part of
in my time in public service. While the
Women’s Health Protection Act didn’t
pass, this vote made it very clear
where every Senator stands. The Re-
publicans unanimously voted to crim-
inalize abortion in more than half the
States in America in just a few weeks.
Democrats vowed to stop the Alito
Court from turning the clock back on
women’s health by a century.

Let’s be very clear about the con-
sequences of this ruling when it be-
comes final. It will immediately crim-
inalize abortion in many States. It will
allow Republicans to pass a law crim-
inalizing abortion in all 50 States. It
will throw out the constitutional right
to privacy—a right upon which mar-
riage and choice and many other civil
rights depend. It will put government
and governments in control of women’s
bodies for millions and millions of peo-
ple across America. This is a terrifying
prospect.

It is no secret that people have been
considering what would happen if and
when this far-right Supreme Court
would throw out Roe. Less than a
month ago, I was on the floor talking
about the end of Roe and the danger to
Griswold v. Connecticut, the case that
affirmed the right of married people to
use contraception. However, it is still a
shock—a gut punch—to see how eager
our colleagues on the other side are to
strip women of their constitutional
freedoms and endanger their lives.

They are going a lot further—a lot
further—than simply overturning Roe.
All the talk about States’ rights seems
to have gone out the window. The goal
is a Federal abortion ban, Federal
criminalization.

Already, Republicans, including Gov-
ernors and statehouse leaders, are talk-
ing about banning birth control. I will
say that again. This year, 2022—not 50,
75 years ago; 2022—they are talking
about banning birth control. Already,
there are plans to restrict people’s free-
dom of movement, criminalizing
women who travel to other States for
an abortion and even the person who
gives them a ride. No sugarcoating can
be done here. We are talking about en-
acting laws that reach beyond State
borders, hearkening back to the dark-
est days of our history.

This far-right Alito Court has al-
ready given far-right lawmakers a
green light to do what it wishes to do
when it comes to abortion. There is no
reason to trust this Court to draw the
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line at restricting women’s freedom of
movement.

Another closely related issue that
ought to frighten millions of women is
the prospect that, with abortion
criminalized, women’s personal data is
going to be weaponized against them
by bounty hunters and the government.

I have been sounding the alarm for
years about the abuse of location data
taken from people’s cell phones. In a
world where Sam Alito is in charge of
abortion laws, that is one massive,
massive crisis. Shady data brokers are
already tracking women who go to
Planned Parenthood clinics, and they
will sell that data to anybody around
who has a credit card. Imagine for a
moment what not just prosecutors but
these deranged far-right vigilantes can
do with this data. The apps women use,
the websites they visit, the places they
go—all of it can be used against them
by prosecutors.

In short, this is uterus surveillance.
That is what is coming down the pike
unless Congress acts and gets serious
about consumer privacy and prohib-
iting the government from making end
runs around the Fourth Amendment.

It is a shock to me how little concern
there seems to be for some of these big
issues. It is a full-out sprint toward
massive government overreach and se-
vere restrictions on women’s freedom
and privacy.

There is zero thought—zero—given to
victims of rape. There is zero thought—
zero thought—given to victims of in-
cest. There is zero thought to women
being exploited after being forced to
seek back-room abortions, Zero
thought given to how many more
women will die—die—as a result of this
ruling. Complications during preg-
nancy could become a death sentence
in States like Texas, where law en-
forcement has already shown the will-
ingness to arrest a woman for having a
miscarriage. A woman’s tragedy of los-
ing a baby can be compounded by the
very real threat of criminal prosecu-
tion.

Through all of this, abortions will
still happen; they will just happen in
conditions that are much less safe than
they are now.

I know that there are Members on
the other side who are always quoted
as saying they care about these issues.
They have been saying it for years. Yet
now the Senate is at this moment. Not
a single Republican Senator voted to
protect the law as it stands today.

The vast majority of people in Or-
egon and all across the country oppose
what the Alito Court is inflicting on
them by tossing out Roe. This is ex-
treme judicial radicalism, proof that
these Justices were pretty much blow-
ing smoke when they told Senators
they would respect precedent if they
were confirmed.

The bottom line now is this: If you
don’t have control over your own body,
you are not free. The Alito Court is de-
nying women control over their own
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